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rather than a judicial inquiry. Rhodes and his supporters let it be
known that their agents had been in constant communication with the
Colonial Office before the Raid and had sent a series of telegrams to
their Chief in South Africa, suggesting that the Imperial Government
was behind them and that he had used these to " support his action."
But they refused to produce these telegrams, and no steps were taken
to compel them. When the Cable Company produced some, the
principal witnesses were not called for cross-examination upon them,
and others offered explanations which could scarcely be taken, seriously.
The Committee was suddenly adjourned when it seemed to be on
the scent of the truth ; witnesses were whisked out of the witness-
stand at the most critical moment of their evidence. Material wit-
nesses like Earl Grey (one of the principal Directors of the Chartered
Company) and Dr. Rutherfoord Harris, one of the principal pro-
moters of the Johannesburg conspiracy, were in South Africa and were
not recalled. Rhodes and his friends could scarcely have been more
successful if it had been their deliberate object to embarrass the
Imperial Government.
The Report, when it came in July of this year, denounced Rhodes,
but gave a clear negative to the question " whether the Colonial Office
officials at home had received information that could be assumed to
convey a warning of the impending incursion." Harcourt, the
principal Liberal member of the Committee, who is supposed to
have written a large part of the Report, held the view that the terms
of reference limited the Committee to pronouncing upon the actual
incursion and was opposed to any roving inquiry about what preceded
it. But he was greatly astonished and mortified when, in the debate
that followed in the House of Commons, Chamberlain declared that
Rhodes had done " nothing inconsistent with honour/' and therefore,
presumably, nothing requiring any penal measures such as the forfeiture
of his Privy CounciUorship, It seemed incredible that Chamberlain
should go out of his way to speak in these terms of a man who,accord-
ing to the theory adopted by the Committee, had grossly deceived
him and misused his name to support his own indefensible proceedings.
" I was never more astonished, and I will say I was never more shocked
than when I heard that .speech," Harcourt told the House of Com-
mons three years' later. " These men operated to draw the Colonial
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